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medical men. The editors are, however, commendably cautious as to the possible
existence and viability ofaphilosophy ofmedicine as anindependententerpriseakinto
the philosophy of science, which is an established discipline like the philosophy of
biology. They do believe, nevertheless, that common ground exists between physicians
and philosophers, and that,as Temkin has suggested,there is room for a consideration
ofmedical logic, medical ethics, and medical metaphysics. But as well as a philosophy
of medicine there is need for a philosophy in medicine: a critical analysis of basic
concepts and presuppositions in medicine, and ofits significance and limitations. This
book deals with some of these and discusses models of explanation and systems of
valueinthebiomedicalsciences.
Although most of the papers should be read by historians of medicine, those of
greatestinterest to them will be Lester King's, 'Some basic explanations ofdisease: an
historian's viewpoint', Chester Bums', 'Diseases versus healths: some legacies in the
philosophies of modem medical science', and Engelhardt's, 'The concepts of health
anddisease',allofwhich are excellentcontributions. Toulmin on 'Conceptsoffunction
andmechanism inmedicine and medical science', given as atributeto Claude Bernard,
is also outstanding. The Round-Table Discussion is likewise profitable to historians.
In factthey should all possess a copy ofthis book, althoughtheprice willprobably be
theusualdeterrent.
The symposiasts concurthat the philosophy ofand in medicine are legitimate topics
ofstudy,forasDr. E. D.Pellegrinoconcludes: ". . . Indeedwithouttheengagementand
the conjunction of medicine and philosophy, no viable or understandable image of
man can be synthesized for our times. And, the absence ofsuch a synthesis is a major
deficitincontemporaryculture."(p.234).
We can look forward to further volumes inthis series, which are planned to encom-
pass the analysis of philosophical problems pertinent to medicine, and we can con-
gratulate theeditors, thecontributors andthepublishersforwhattheyhaveachievedso
far.
M. I. FINLEY, The use and abuse ofhistory, London, Chatto & Windus, 1975, 8vo,
pp. 254,£4.50.
M. I. Finley, the distinguished Professor of Ancient History in the University of
Cambridge, offers a collection of twelve essays; all but one have been published
previously (1954-1972), and all except one have been revised, some drastically. This
type ofanthology usually lacks a central theme, so that in some cases the book's title
is that ofthe first essay. Professor Finley, however, has two themes, which he follows
closelythroughout. First, ashistitle suggests, heisconcemedwithhistoryitselfand its
relationships, for example, with anthropology and archaeology. The second is the
history ofAncient Greece and Rome, towhichhalfofhisessaysaredevoted.
For the medical historian the second will be ofimportance ifhe is concemed with
medicine ofClassical Antiquity, forProfessor Finley'swritings willhelp toprovide the
general background essential for an adequate understanding of Greek and Roman
medicine andscience.
The first theme, however, is of value to all historians of medicine and the essays
devotedto ithere should bereadbyeach one ofthem. ProfessorFinley'srigidlycritical
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approach, which is a feature ofall his writings, is salutary in itself. 'Archaeology and
history' is especially pertinent, because the palaeopathology ofmedical history is the
archaeology ofancient, medieval and ofothertypes ofhistoryconcernedwith chrono-
logical periods. Thepalaeopathologist, likethemodernarchaeologist, isretreatinginto
an increasingly complex technology, with fewer links with the historian. Many of
Professor Finley's comments directed to archaeologists are also pertinent to palaeo-
pathologists. In each group they must take more regard of the historian, who is
concerned mainly with literary evidence, and with his way of working. At the same
timethehistorian should understand the manwho dealsonlywithartefacts.
Another feature of Professor Finley's writings which often recurs is his frequent
attacks on unhistorical methodology, especially the common one of interpreting the
past in the light ofsubsequent, especially present-day, knowledge and events. 'Myths,
memory and history' should, therefore, be compulsory reading for students, and else-
where in this book the healthy scepticism ofa renowned and exacting scholar drawing
upon his wide experience ofappropriate examples isexactly what the neophyte should
beexposedto.
This is the type of book that tends to be overlooked by those involved in the
history ofmedicine, because there is no medical materialper se in it. There are, how-
ever, general principles and matters that concern all varieties of history, including
medical history, and these are ofgreat importance to a discipline seeking to better it-
selfbyinsisting onimpeccable scholarship andenlightened methods ofhistoriography.
One way of achieving this goal is to follow the teachings of men such as Professor
Finley, and also the equally outstanding scholar ofancient history, Professor Arnaldo
Momigliano late ofUniversity College London, to whom this book is dedicated and
towhomone oftheessaysisdevoted.
H. A. FEISENBERGER (editor), Sales catalogues of eminent persons, Volume 11,
Scientists, London, Mansell with Sotheby Parke Bernet Publications, 1975, 8vo,
pp. 296, £11.50($29.00).
Ithas been difficultto selectforthis series auction sale catalogues ofeminentdoctors
and scientists which contain a substantial number ofbooks reflecting the individual's
professional interests. This is because ofthe relatively few sales ofthis kind ofcollec-
tion held since book auctions began in 1676. First of all, the deliberate collecting of
scientific books in large numbers is a recent phenomenon; second, physicians usually
donated theirlibraries to institutions.Thefourcatalogues selected for facsimile reprint
here concern the libraries of Elias Ashmole, Robert Hooke, John Ray, and Edmund
Halley, which were disposed ofon 22 February 1694, 29 April 1703, 11 March 1707/8
and 20 May 1742, respectively. Each item is described very briefly in the space ofone
line and in the case of Hooke's sale the prices fetched are added in manuscript. The
editorprovides anexcellent introductioninwhichhedrawsuponhisuniqueexperience
withmedical and scientific books.
Itis ofgreatinterestto note the books thateach ofthefourmen hadintheirlibraries
and to discover the breadth oftheirinterests. These catalogues are, therefore, valuable
indicators of the man as well as of contemporarily available literature. The most
important is probably that of Hooke because of his versatility, the richness of his
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